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RELIGION v. NO RELIGION
A correspondent writes:
" In. the Harijanbandhu of the 5th May you have written
that your non-violence contemplates destruction of animals
dangerous to mankind, such as leopards, wolves, snakes, scor-
pions etc,
"You do not believe in giving food to dogs, etc. Several
other people besides the Gujaratis look upon the feeding of
dogs as a meritorious act. Such a belief may not be justifiable
in times of food shortage like the present. Yet we must re-
member that these animals can be very useful to man. One
can feed them and take work out of them.
" You had put 27 questions to Shri Raichandbhai from Dur-
ban. One of these questions was : * What should a seeker do
when a snake attacks him ?J His answer was : ' He should
not kill the snake and, if it bites, he should let it do so.' Plow
is it that you speak differently now ? "
I have written a lot on this subject in the past. At that
time the topic was the killing of rabid dogs. There was much
discussion on the subject but all that seems to have been for-
gotten.
My non-violence is not merely kindness to all living crea-
tures. The emphasis laid on the sacredness of sub-human life
in Jainism is understandable. But that can never mean that
one is to be kind to this life in preference to human life. While
writing about the sacredness of such life, I take it that the sac-
redness of human life has been taken for granted. The former
has been over-emphasized. And, while putting it into practice,,
the idea has undergone distortion. For instance, there are many
who derive complete satisfaction in feeding ants. It would ap-
pear that, the theory has become a wooden, lifeless dogma. Hy-
pocrisy and distortion are passing current under the name of
religion.
AUmsa is the highest ideal. It is meant for the brave, never
for the cowardly. To benefit by others' killing and delude one-
self into the belief that one is being very religious and non-vio-
lent, is sheer self-deception.
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